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TITLE 326 AIR POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

#97-13(APCB)

SUMMARY/RESPONSE TO COMMENTSFROM THE SECOND COMMENT PERIOD

The Indiana Department of Environmental Management (IDEM) requested public comment from
November 1, 1999, through November 30, 1999, on IDEM's draft rule language. IDEM received
comments from the following party:

Eli Lilly and Company (ELC)
Following is a summary of the comments received and IDEM's responses thereto.

Comment: The proposed language under 326 IAC 2-2-1(0)(2)(H) should be revised to delete the
language under item (i) concerning a determination that the project renders the unit less environmentaly
beneficid. The language is redundant because in subdivison (H) there is dready language concerning a
determination that the project is environmentally beneficid. (ELC)

Response: IDEM agrees and has revised the language to provide clarification.

Comment: The language under 326 IAC 2-2-1(0)(2)(H) concerning permitting requirements under
326 IAC 2-7-10.5 should be revised to delete language under subdivision (8) and to refer to anew
subdivision, 326 IAC 2-7-10.5(f)(10). Therevisonsto 326 IAC 2-7-10.5(f)(8) and the new 326
IAC 2-7-10.5(f)(10) should read as follows:

(8) Modifications involving a pollution control project as defined in 326 IAC 2-1.1-1(13) that result
in an increase in the potentia to emit Pivt.q-greaterthan-oregqual-te-fifteen{15)-tensper-yearor
any ether regulated pollutant greater than the gpplicable thresholds under subdivisions (3) through
(7) and require asgnificant change in the method or methods to demonstrate or monitor compliance.

(10) Modifications involving the addition, replacement or use of a pollution control project at an
exidting source that the department determines is environmentaly beneficia, unless the pollution
control project would result in asignificant net emissons increase that will cause or contribute to a
violation of any nationd ambient air quaity Sandard (NAAQS) or PSD increment. The requirement
to process such modifications in accordance with subsection (g) does not apply to pollution control
projects for which the department approved as an environmentaly beneficid pollution control
project through a permit issued prior to July 1, 2000.
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The addition of subdivison (10) provides clarity and parallds the language under 326 IAC 2-2-1(0)(H)
and provides “grandfathering” for projects that have aready gone through the permitting process.
Additionad permitting requirements for these projects provides no added benefits.

Response: IDEM agrees that the language under 326 IAC 2-7-10.5 should be revised to ensure
that there is a process for exempting pollution control project from the prevention of significant
deterioration requirements and has revised subdivison (d)(3) and (f)(8). Environmentally beneficia
projects that have been approved through a previoudy issued permit have been subject to the same
level of review established by thisrule. IDEM agrees that there would be no additiona benefit to
repest the permit process for facilities that have aready gone through that process and has revised the
language under 326 IAC 2-7-10.5(f)(8) and added similar language to 326 IAC 2-7-10.5(f)(9).
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